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Test Azw North, Waste Area Group 1 
Public commmt Dowmmt w 

Rupoane 

F7421,22 (contim&) 

The RPFSA Buildings TAN-547 and 
tamimtm area were dssignatui Sii 
647 aml TAN-648 are active storage 
Emergency Plan/RCRA Cahgency 
tky.y.dkmantlcd. Thesoilbene&theaspMtp4soutsi&.thebuildingsis 

kuuMkd. TbeIbecmiscllmntlytixedinpla;cbytheasphfdtcQvm 
itfi will be evahakd during D&D 
beyond the qhdt pads was evahakd 
TSF-06, Area B (tk Soil Ccmtamhtia~ 
portion of TSF-06 that was detzmkd 
b&gcleaoedupinaecordaocc with 

F7-7121. 
See rqonse to Comment F7-6, above. 
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Cornmat 
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II. 

F7-lOi 

F7-1 l/69 

F7-lU70 

F7-13/69 

I F7-141 
79,82 

F7-15R5 

F7-12l70 
see nsponse to cmlmetlt F7-10, above.~ 

F7-13169 
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ICI 
commalqs) 

I F7-16179 

F7-17147 

F7-18147 

F7-19/55 

F7-2015 

F7-211 
21,22 

F7-18147 

F7-19155 
The PM-2A Tank system was slut dovm 
opemimd di5cukies aad spillage. 
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F7-29177 

I F7-29177 

1 F7-30/79 

I 

F7-311 
80,82 

1 F77-32130 

F7-33154 

F7-34l51 

F7-35154 

F7-30/79 

It was &reviously a ccanmcm pwtice 

_ _ _ 
The Agencies would enforce all applicable 
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F7-3415 I 

55. 

F7-41158 

I 
F7-42/ 
37.83 

F7-36/33 

F7-371 
37.83 

F7-38151 

F7-39/58 

F74Oi37 

I F7-431 
37,58 

F7-35154 
See response to Comment F7-33, above. 

F7-36133 

Ithasbetndetarmnedthat~~xpanofaremedyfameV-Tanks(TSF-09 
and TSF-18) OT the PM-2A Tanks (TSF-26) 
identiIiedinPmtIlofthisROD. Asaresaltofthis~altanativesfor 
thesesitcsthatinvolvegroutingto~orstabiUzeeont2oninafedmediahaveban 
elimimkd from considemti~ for sekcti~. 

F7-37137.83 
The propsed ICDF would be a l.md6ll 
soil and debris. Ibe development of 
Group 3 at he Idaho Nuclear Techology 
medy th Idaho chemiul Pmcessb8 
in&ding its sitin8, design, ca@ty, 
pwenkd iu October 1998, in the Pmposed 
Idaho Chemical Pnxesting Plant. 
3 is expected to be thlizal in September 

F7-38i5 1 
Two treatability studies wen performed 
ness of .dnmtives for the V-Tanks 
hiiim @rdng) and tlwtmentoftalk~. 
situstabitizstioo(grouting),cwiedo~mwsstedrarm~theV-T~~~ 
that thra grmtiag mixes met the aituia 
oPtion. pretruhneatof~,-,arldPcBs 
ksted. Thesludy- thattwoofthe,youtingmixeswuldswatidlly 
he used following pretreatment to deshy 
The kcakhi& study for in situ vihtkab 

fir Planar In Situ kBri~?caikm of EVE.% 
(lNEEL.!EXT-98-00854). The blmology 
plnaISv,whicbmelk6omtbesidcsofthetanlr~~towardtheccnter 
(insaadoftopdownwpd~intheorigioalIsvtecbIcgy). 
sknved that pkmw ISV cudd s&y 
Se also respmse to Comment F7-36, 
F7-39/58 
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F7-431 
37.58 
(CootillUd~ 

F7-441 
10, 12 

F7-45122 

Response 

See respmsa to Gzmmmk F7-37 

F7-41158 
See respouse to Ccmment F7-39, above. 

F7-42/37,83 
See respoases to Comments F-17, F-37, 

F743/37,58 
seerespoases -’ to Gmmenk F7-37 

F7-44110. 12 

ingsamphgdak,dak.wxltws,lmd~aciions,caabefolmd&tbeRvFs, 
Trackl,Track2,mdc&erWAGldaummLnintbzAdminhheRewd. 

F7-45/22 
TSF-07 Dispas%l Pond The Ageuzies 
acticmsatthissite. TbeP&ionsoftbissitetJutweredetami&torequirerrme- 
diatioowillbcckanedupin.axadaw 
ROD. More infamation cm this site 
WAG I. Theoriginal cunmeut may 
is described below. 
TSF-17 Two Acid Neutnlii Pits 
remediation found 00 evidence &at 
htwcwldrequireranediadon MoreinformaIiononthissiteisavailableintbz 
Admioiseative Record for WAG 1. 
TSF-20 Two Neuhahtim Pik Ncutb 
distioof~mev~tbstremainingcontaminationis~ttllevelsthat 
would reqdre mmediaiim Mae infmmatii~l 
Admkisbntive Record for WAG 1. 
WRRTF-04 Radioactive Liquid Waste 
detemidtimreluses~tbekukhadoecd 
site is available in the Adminitive 
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Response 

ENVIROCARE OF UAH. WC 
THE SnFE ALTERNATIVE 

srbeni . . 
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Response 

F&1/65 

F&2/44 

F&3/45 

F8-4144 

I F8-5!46 

F8-6/44 

F&1/65 

Altcmative 1 - Limited Action will 
ronment from the risk posed by cesium-137 
the active pations within tbc release 
@If-life of 30 yea-s) will be attenuated 
within tbc IOO-year instib&xml control 

F&2/44 ~___ 
0%site disposal cat estimates take 
posal activities, such as the disposal 
mates consider the cost of design, constmction, 
be., tuily bade* cost estimate) of 
&T--s& disposal cost e&mates for the 
Tanks (TSF-26) me for disposal of contaminated 
type of cmnamination represented by 
facility, Envircare of Utah, were not 
atcd. Tbe cost estimates, along with 
the comprehensive RI/B. 

FX-3145 

Tie comparative evaluation of alternatives 
tives arc less implementable than on-site 
factors, including the need for compliance 
tions, the need for compliance with 
:-~~.I, I~~ .~~~ “lY”l”W “1 “anspwi procuremc”t. 

F&4/44 

See rerponsc to Comment F8-2. above 

F8-5146 
The effectiveness and impicmentability 
(planar ISV) was evaluated in a 1998 
support the ranking of planar ISV as 
The ISV teclmolo~ t@cally is less 
for in situ trcatmcnt of mixtures of 
exist in these tank sites. 
However, the treatability study also 
mcluded in the cost estimate prepared 
in tbc proposed plan. As a result, the 
for tbe V-Tanks sites increased by 
decrease in cost-effectiveness. 
At tbe same time, several new options 
and Tank Removal, Ex Situ Treatment 
V-Tanks alternatives were originally 
removal and off-site ‘uceatmcnt and 
wastes. Facilities either did not exist 
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Responr 

FM/46 (emrinued) 

wastes similar to those in the V-Tanks. 
able, making this an impIementablc 
The V-Tanks alternatives were reevalu.atcd 
ISVWStdtkOtT-SitC - 
wadd have high implemcnrability 
4. Basedootbercevalupfioo,AltnnativeZwusclcctcdisthcremedy60rtbeV- 
Tanks. Additional details on the reevaIuation 
in Pat II, Section 7.1, of this ROD. 

FlLW4 
See reqmse 10 Gmment FB-2, above. 
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F9-l/52 

I 
F9-2l 
51,52 

I F9-3’10 

F9-4153 

I F9-5’4g 

I 

F9-6i34 

Response 

F9-l/52 

A treatability study of planar ISV, a 
ISV, was carried out in 1998 for the 
Tmtabiliry Study for Pimar In Sru 
Tanks October 1998 (INEEL/EXT-98-00854), 
Record. The results of the study demonstrated 
implemented and would have bigb effectiveness 
and surrounding the V-Tanks. The study’s 
as shown in the November 1998 revised 
The ISV technology typically is less 

required for in situ treatment of mixtures 
such as exist in these tank sites. 

F9-2/51,52 

Two treatability studies were completed 
effectiveness of alternatives for the 
situ stabilizeion (grouting) and treatment 
for in situ stabilization (grouting) is 
for LMTCO TSF-09 V-l, V-2, and 
(INEEL/EXT-98-00739). 
The CERCLA Process provides for 
RUFS process. Data collection efforts 
extent necessary to select a remedy. 
are not intended to be carried out until 
to avoid delays in tbc RI/F.? ~mccss, 
See also response to Comment F9-I, 

F9-300 

The proposed plan was revised and 
tbe public. 

F9.U53 

The ISV technology tiwt was tested 
described in the Treorability Study/or 
ArraNor/h V-Tankr. October I998 (INEEL/EXT-98-00854). 
enhancement of conventional ISV technology 
occurred wing convcnUonaJ ISV. By 
ground surface dew+ czmventional 
resultmg in prcssurc buildup that can 
pool, overbcating of the off-gas treatment 
resolves these issues by Positioning 
tion area, allowing the melt to proceed 
the vapors can vent upward and be ctrectivcly 
problems and process upsets arc not 





T&at Area North. Waste Arr~ Group 1 
mhlic Commat DoclJmeat F9 

Individual tnatment of PCBs would 

_, --. 
The primmy objective of the fctibility 
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IL-17 

Comment(s) Response 

nvironmental Defense Wnstittde . 
P.O. &a. YYO Tn,. Id& ll3871.0PPtl Pbo.. !W.935.6lS!&FPb’~S~ ! . . .-_. _- _ 

I 

FIO-114 

FIO-2/26 

FIO-3/22 

FIG-4/37 

FIO-S/23 

FIO-6/37 

FIO-114 

The investigation and cleanup process 
the FFAICO for the INEEL siened 
ensure that TAN remediation activities 
human health and the environment 
tional responses, that meet standards 
(DOE, EPA, and State of Idaho). Tlxsc 
comprehensive RliFS and this ROD 
remedies proposed for WAG I sites 
The CERCLA process ctied out for 
t~ons actlv~hes, to ensure the public 
wide variety of site-related decisions, 
alternatives analysis, and selection of 
plans and associated comment periods, 
opportunities for the community to 
the Agencies about their coccems The 
process with its public comment opporhmities, 
processes required by RCRA, will help 

FIO-2126 

Maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) 
permissible level of a contaminant in 
tem Water is not an affected medium 
under this ROD. For other contaminated 
discussed in this action, such BS Eoils, 
standards, as appropriate, which arc 
proposed plan, and this ROD in sections 
rcsclts of sampling and analysis ofconlamination 
ed fully in the comprehensive RUB, 
ments, available in the Administrative 
documents, is required to summarize 
for each site rtt which cleanup is needed, 
and its rationale. It is not intended 
baseline documents 

The proposed plan is a summary of 
required to protect human health and 
releases of contamination. The proposed 
RIIFS fa WAG I, which was the culmination 
tial release sites at TANS These investigations, 
of the FFAKO for INEEL, determined 
required study A I995 Record of Decision 
mined that no action or no further action 
sive RUFS evaluated the remaining 
no action or no fiber action was needed 
requlrcd remedial action at 9 sites~ 
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FlO-3i22 (continued) 

Adrmmshah ‘ve Recod for WAG 1. 
not being addressed under this CERCLA 
TAN Pool (part of TAN-607 Hot Slq). 
ty.Pchtialttvclrstohumalheidthandule~imnment~tissitewillbe 
xkbmszdduringh-diivmuse. 
in tbc Admkiseative Record fa WAG 
Pool is not being &&es& under this 
TSFJX, Area 10, Buried Red&x Vessel 
~inalnetalstongetanLadisbclicvaltobewRethanlOfeetbelow 
gmmdsurface. NopaOnvaytoh-mecdogicalreccptorstists. 
ma&m on this site is awikble in the 

F10-4i37 
The actual on-site disposal km!ion 
Radionctive waste M anymmt Chplex 
er f&Ii& WiU be detammd during 
this ROD. The praposed ICDP would 
tmnmatd s&I and debris. Sekction 
~~~~~kpptonmctim~asaociatedwi~Mostructionofmefacilt 

e.xqtmx cribxia 
be much lower than current RW?viC 
~edevel~ofmClCDFisbeiagpl~~WssteArea~~3at~e 
Idaho Nudea Technology nod Engiwrkg 
chemical F%ceshg Plant). A daxiptim 



Tat h North, Waste Area Group 1 
PubUc Comment Docnmeat F10 Redpmr 

F104i37 (contiaued) 

FlO-S/23 
Mixed low-level waste (MLLW) eoatains 
tive compoacnts. ‘Ihe caumts of the 
T&a mF-26) ae oat&red mid 
cable to these sites are listed in Part 
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Response 

2 

F I O-6/37 
(continued) 

FIO-7133 

FIO-X/ 
12. 24 

Fio-9141 

F IO-IO/40 

FIO-11114 

FIO-6137 
See response 10 Comment FIO-4, above, 

Fl@-7133 

lt has been dctmnined that grout&g. 
and TSF-18) or the PM-2A Tanks (TSF-26) 
identified in Part 11 of this ROD. As 
these sites that involve grouting to treat 
eliminated from consideration for selection. 

FIO-X/12; 24 

The Agencies appreciate all suggestions 
that could help a proposed plan better 
important community relations activity 
process. The EPA’s CERCLA guidelines 
Preparing Supe@md &cision Docummrr. 
proposed plan‘s content and purpose, 
The proposed plan, under CERCLA 
comprehensive RllFS “but is not a substitute 
plan prowdcs a “brief summary description” 
ated; (2) the alternative that is preferred; 
tion of the preferred alternative. Other 
nature of site contamination, previous 
summarics of more detailed investigations, 
Many commenters on both WAG I 
for clear language and a stmightfonvard 
the information required by CERCLA 
goage and organization. For readers 
aspect of the investigation process, 
sections of the comprehensive RliFS 
Record that present m full the Information 
derived The complete details of operable 
data, data sources, and maximum contaminant 
Track I, Track 2, and other WAG 1 
In accordance with CERCLA guidance, 
all the alternatives studied in the detailed 
RlIFS, highlighting the key factors that 
alternative. Xx Administrative Record 
Agencies to assess risks at these sites 
of data were compiled for each Operable 
referred to in the comprehensive Rl/FS~ 
proposed plan and the comprcknsive 
b&rested c~t~zeos who wwld like more 
pmject are encoursge~! to come! t!! 
(X00) 708-2680. 
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Response 

FIO-I2122 

lnslitutional controls are ongoing actions 
he&b and the environment. Institutional 
such as deed restiictioos, sod physical 
physical shuc~urcs such as embankments 
tions, which limit the available use- 
given site, prevent the completion oferposure 
unacceptable risk to human he&b 
contammanll in soil and arc e&xtive 
haomc airbome~ 
Institutional controls have relatively 
ponent of a CERCLA rcspase, especially 
trols. Institutional con~ols are not 
keaiment or removal) as the sole remedy 
mined not lo be practicable during the 
where the remedial measure leaves 
potentially pose a risk to human health, 
ed lo maintain prolectiveness. Site 
effectiveness of the institutional controls. 
an) site at which radioactive contamination 
Institutional contxols would be maintained 
conlrol of the site, which at INEEL 
closure, The instilutional control period 
snle responsibility Ai TAN, the IOO-year 
I...,.:” :.. I”M ^__I ̂ __I :.. >,“lr, “C~“1111 lJl7 .uI” Lll” “I L”ll PW 
details on institutional ~onlrols for WAG 

Environmental monitoring is Ihe samplmg 
detect changing conditions at a site 
Environmenlal monitoring would continue 
remedrated ifcontamination remains 
ated under this ROD, environmental 
PM-2ATanks (TSF-26), the Disposal 
and WKKi E-iii Jo 
Environmental monitoring under the 
tion and analysis of air, soil, plants, 
may include the use of high- and low-volume 
fugitive radionuclides escape sites where 
montlonng may include radiation surveys 
ed soil and debris are IeR in place to 
to the surface, 
The specilic types of environmental 
contaminalion remains in place or residual 
mentor removal .acLloos will be determined 
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FlO-11114 
The federal go”- has an obligafion 

FM-Q/22 tmls (i.e., limit access) to areas ti 
(continued) the public and workers until that risk 

intended papose. Acbievcment of 
Congressid appropriation of sa5icient 
enti~chargedtomaintainthe~~~cwlrolsforsslongasnecessaryandas 
long as the federal gowmmem of the 

FIO-lU22 
ScePSpOECtOC cmmmt FlG3, above, 
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I I I I 
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E 

r-l Comment(s) 
I 

Response 





Response 

Fll-l/77 

Fll-l/77 
Based on low c.3mmunity support for 
Febmary proposed plan (Altanaoive 
cm- exposed aboul freatment of 
(TSF-08) was removed hm this ROD. 
be conducted at the site. Based on the 
~~,adeterminstioowillbemadeunderW~AreaGrouplOastosu~ 
action, if required 


